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Gerald Posner, in his attempt to "close the case" of the 
Kennedy assassination, chooses certain parts of the evidence, 
including the Warren Report, that suits his conclusion. This 
remarkably resembles the Commission's own hasty method of lending 
more weight to the information that fits the lone assassin 
theory. Perhaps, the foremost example of this is Arlen Specter's 
advancement of the Single Bullet Theory. This theory is probably 
the most blatant lie to be passed off to the American people. 
Evidence was ignored and witnesses were not called in an attempt 
to preserve the idea of one bullet causing no less than seven 
wounds to both the President and Governor Connally. The travesty 
here is that Specter, as well as the other members of the 
commission, expected the American people not to question the 
integrity of the findings. 

However, with Harold Weisberg leading the way, holes have 
been shot through the Single Bullet Theory. The documents he 
sued for as well as closer examination of reports have shown 
that the Single Bullet Theory can not work. This fact, however, 
does not prevent Posner from continuing to advance this fraud 
to his readers. He, in perfect harmony with the Warren 
Commission, includes only the evidence that supports his theory. 
No credit is given to the FBI's own summary report that states: 
"...one of the bullets had entered just below his shoulder to 
the right of the spinal column..." and "...there was no point 

of exit, and the bullet was not in the body." The FBI, by 

the way, was the only investigative unit of the Warren 

The testimony of Agent Clint Hill who was called 



Commission. 



in to witness the wounds of the President, was also ignored 
by Posner. When asked if he [Hill] saw any wounds other than 
the head wound, Hill responds, "Yes, sir; I saw an opening in 
the back, about 6 inches below the neckline to the right-hand 
side of the spinal column" (Hill, p. 143). 

One question arises from this evidence: why was his 

testimony ignored? The answer lies in a bystander that November 
22. James Tague was driving on Commerce Street when he saw 
that traffic had stopped for the President's motorcade. Mr. 
Tague got out of his car and stood at the Triple Underpass to 
watch. One of the shots, Mr. Tague contends the second, struck 
the curb twenty to thirty feet away from where he was standing 
causing either a piece of the curb or bullet fragment to hit 
him in the cheek. Why is this important? The FBI failed to 
interview Tague and, hence, was able to contend that all three 
shots hit the vehicle. The Warren Commission was not so lucky. 

4 

Because Tague' s injury made headlines, it would have been 
detrimental to the Warren Commission's findings to ignore him. 

In order to preserve the lone assassin theory, the Single Bullet 
Theory becomes a necessity. 

Posner begins his deviations from the Warren Commission's 
account at this point. He lengthens the possible shooting time 
from 5.6 to 8.4 seconds. He contends the first shot was the 
one that missed, the second struck both Kennedy and Connally 
and the third was the fatal head wound. He makes the claim 
that the Zapruder film shows that Rosemary Willis, ten years 
old at the time, stops running at frame 160, claiming, now, 
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to have heard a shot. Rosemary never testified before the Warren 
Commission. Her sister, Linda Kay, did, however, and gave 
testimony indicating that the second shot missed. Posner seems 
to have ignored her (Willis, p. 498). Posner claims to have 
uncovered the Rosemary Willis evidence through new computer 
enhancements of the Zapruder film. This falsification is 
revealed, however, when he credits David Lui on page 553 with 
Rosemary Willis quotes. 

Nonetheless, Posner presents an almost credible scenario. 

As evidence for his theory, Posner cites Virgie Rachley (Mrs. 
Donald Baker) in the Commission's volumes of testimony. It 
is true that Rachley remembers seeing a spark on the road behind 
the limousine, and this makes her an important witness in 
Posner's account. Rachley' s credibility will be discussed 
momentarily. Posner claims that the first shot came around 
frames 158-160, just before the limousine passed under a tree 
obstructing Oswald's view. This bullet, perhaps even more 
"magical" than the bullet that allegedly struck Kennedy and 
Connally , Posner claims struck a limb of the tree, separating 
the lead core from the copper jacket. This is where Posner's 
account gets interesting. The copper jacket, after striking 
the limb, is supposed to have struck the road causing the spark 
Rachley observed. The lead core, after being torn from its 
encasing jacket, Posner contends would fly more stable and in 
a straight path. 

To be fair, one must examine Posner's key witness in this 
scenario, Virgie Rachley. It is true that she provides 
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persuasive evidence for Posner's case. It is also true, however, 
that while viewing the motorcade from the front steps of the 
Texas School Book Depository, she testifies to hearing shots 
from the railroad tracks behind the grassy knoll (Rachley, p. 
510). In fact, when asked if at the time, the shots sounded 
as if they came from the Book Depository, Rachley replied, "No, 
sir" (Rachley, p. 511). Posner, having read all twenty-six 
volumes of the Warren Commission's testimony and evidence, must 
simply lend more credibility to Rachley 's sight rather than 
her hearing. Posner purports himself to be a Wall Street lawyer. 
Any lawyer would know that a witness who, in any way contradicts 
his case, is a dangerous witness. Posner, though, having no 
faith in the competency of his readers, still decides to include 
her. This could be the fatal blow to Posner's scenario. It 
is our strong feeling that i f one uses a witness to help prove 
a portion of his case, then that same witness can not simply 
be ignored when his/her tes imony does not suit that theory. 

This is exactly what Posner does, however. 

This abundance of evidence along with what will follow, 
should raise serious questions about the Single Bullet Theory. 

In turn, Posner's own credibility and integrity as an author 
should be questioned as well. 

Besides the timing of the three shots, there are other 
reasons which dispute both the Warren Commission's and Gerald 
Posner's Single Bullet Theory. One of these is the timing of 
the reactions of the President and of Governor Connally. By 
reactions we mean the separate responses the two men made to 



their bullet wounds. 

By looking at the Zapruder film it would appear both men 
had to have been hit by two separate bullets, the reason being 
the great amount of time that elapsed between the first reaction 
Kennedy makes to being hit and when Connally reacts to being 
hit. Even if aspects of the theory such as why the single bullet 
is in such good condition are considered truthful, the topic 
of what the bullet is doing during the approximate one and a 
half seconds that is present between the reactions of the two 
men should still be questioned. The condition of the bullet 
will be discussed later. 

Gerald Posner, in many cases, tries to defend the Warren 
Commission on the Single Bullet Theory and he continues to do 



the same in this case. The warren Commission claims that 
Governor Connally shoved a delayed reaction to being hit. They 
have no other explanation for the approximate one and a half 
second time differential. This theory is somewhat unbelievable 
and It lust shows the commission's ignorance. Posner must try 
to prove that the bullet went through President Kennedy and 

Governor Connally at the same time. 

By using what he calls computer enhancements of the zapruder 

film, Posner claims to see evidence that shows exactly when 
the bullet hit Connally and that it is basically at the same 
time it hit the President. Weisber, points out in Case open 
that Posner makes it appear that the enhancements were done 
specifically for himself. Claiming the enhancements for himself 
is lust another way Posner deceives his readers. The actual 
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validity of the enhancements can be challenged when looking 
at the Rosemary Willis incident. Posner claims to have found 
Rosemary stopping and turning around with the use of the 
enhancements, yet it was David Lui who first noticed it with 
the naked eye many years before the enhancements were done. 

Gerald Posner starts his so called evidence by pointing 
out that Connally's lapel flipped up at the time the bullet 
went through his jacket. While citing his amazing computer 
enhancements, Posner fails to cite the fact that it was a windy 
day in Dallas thus easily giving solid evidence for the movement 
of the lapel. Posner decided not note the wind's speed or the 
fact that no bullet hole was found on the lapel of the Governor's 
jacket. The fact is the bullet did not come out of Connally's 
chest in the area of the lapel: However, the bullet did pass 

under his right nipple and the lapel was such a size that there 
was no way it could have hung down that far. 

Posner also noted that through the computer enhancements 
one could see Governor Connally's hand flipping upward at the 
time Posner is saying the bullet hit. This theory is 
questionable since Connally was also struck in the wrist and 
would have dropped his hat. Accepting the fact that Connally 
may have been able to hold on to the hat, there is still another 
problem with Posner's enhancement theories. Why would the 
flipping of the wrist be an immediate reaction while other 
reactions such as the cheeks puffing out and the body leaning 
forward be delayed? These attempts to distort the truth are 
Posner's way to try and prove something he can not. 



There are two other major controversies in the Single Bullet 
Theory along with the two previous areas of conflict. They 
are the location of the wounds and the condition of the bullet 
which supposedly caused those wounds. There are enough 
discrepancies in testimony and in evidence dealing with the 
wounds to dispute the theory, but if one adds the condition 
of the bullet into the Single Bullet equation, the results just 
do not add up. 

The Warren Commission used diagrams of the wound on 
President Kennedy's back which were presented as Commission 
Exhibit 385 and Commission Exhibit 386. These diagrams were 
drawn from memory and not from official photographs. When 
compared to the autopsy face sheet (CE 397) and the official 
death certificate found in Harold Weisberg's Post Mortem (p. 
308,309), it is quite obvious that the diagrams are wrong. 

The diagrams, CE 385 and 386, had the wound placed at the lower 
neck region above the right shoulder. CE 397 shows the wound 
farther down the back closer to the right scapula. On the death 
certificate signed by Admiral George Burkley, President Kennedy's 
personal physician, it stated that the wound "...occurred in 
the posterior back at about the level of the third thoracic 
vertebra" (Weisberg, p. 309). The obvious misrepresentation 
of the facts of the diagrams CE 385 and CE 386 were exactly 
what the Warren Commission needed to make the Single Bullet 
Theory possible. The placement of the higher wound made the 
idea of the bullet entering the back and exiting through the 
front of the throat more plausible, but the official placement 
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disputes the theory since the bullet was supposedly fired at 
a downward angle from the sixth floor window of the Texas School 
Book Depository. 

The front throat wound has also caused some controversy. 

The Warren Commission claimed that holes in the shirt and tie 
were caused by the bullet passing through them. Harold Weisberg 
had the FBI take close up pictures of Kennedy's clothing in 
his book Post Mortem (p. 597 ), in order to show proof that the 
holes in the front of the shirt and tie were caused by a scalpel 
when nurses cut off the President's clothing. Miss Diana Bowron, 
the nurse in Parkland Hospital who personally took President 
Kennedy to trauma room one where the doctors worked on him, 
testified that she cut off Kennedy's clothes. She said, "...Miss 
Heathecliffe and I cut off his’ clothing. Bowron, p. 136). 

Miss Bowron ' s testimony and the close up pictures of the clothing 
proves that the holes were made by a scalpel, not a bullet. 

Another controversy involving the throat wound and the 
back wound, was the size of the wounds. CE 397 shows the back 
wound as being 4x7mm and another part of CE 397 shows in notes 
taken by Dr. James Humes, the chief autopsy doctor, that the 
wound in the front of the neck was 3x5mm. Many doctors including 
Dr. Cyril Wecht, state that many times the smaller hole is the 
entrance wound and the larger hole is the exit wound. Dr. Robert 
Shaw in his testimony to the Warren Commission about the back 
wound of Governor Connally said it was a wound of entrance 
because of "Its small size, and the rather clean cut edges of 
the wound compared to the usual more ragged wound of exit" (Shaw, 



p. 104). This testimony gives validity to Dr. Wecht's statement 
There is strong evidence to show that Kennedy's wound could 
have been a wound of entrance by Dr. Charles Carrico's testimony 
At first he said he was not sure whether the 3x5mm wound was 
one of entrance or exit. It was only after long, hypothetical 
questioning that he agreed with the commission that it was an 
exit wound. However/ he did describe it as"... fairly round/ 
no jagged edges, no evidence of powder burns, and so forth.", 
and "...an even round wound" (Carrico, p. 362). The similarity' 
between Dr. Carrico's testimony about Kennedy's throat wound 
and Dr. Shaw's testimony of Governor Connally's definite wound 
of entrance in his back, gives enough evidence to allow one 
not to totally disprove the idea of Kennedy's throat wound being 
one of entrance and not of exit. There is not enough evidence 
to decide whether President Kennedy's throat wound is one of 
entrance or exit, and that fact alone is enough to discredit 
the Single Bullet Theory. 

The bullet labeled CE 399 by the Warren Commission is also 
a source of controversy. This bullet was found on a stretcher 
at Parkland Hospital and was said to be the bullet which passed 
through both the President and Governor Connally. Although 
CE 399 was only slightly damaged, it is supposed to have caused 
a total of seven wounds. Ignoring the evidence of the wound 
being in the back, The Warren Commission claimed the bullet 
passed through the bottom of Kennedy's neck’ and then passed 
out the front. From there the bullet entered into the back 
of Governor Connally, passed through his right lung and exited 



under the right nipple. During the passage through Connally's 
chest, the bullet managed to break his fifth rib. After leaving 
the chest it entered his right wrist shattering the radius bone, 
before ending up in his left thigh. It is utterly amazing how 
one bullet could break two major bones and end up only slightly 
damaged. The condition of CE 399 is disputed with CE 856. 

This exhibit was a test bullet fired at a cadaver's wrist in 
order to simulate what happened to Connally's wrist. CE 856 
came out of testing with a severely damaged nose. This bullet 
helps verify that CE 399 very easily could not have been the 
bullet which caused Connally's wounds. If striking just the 
wrist caused a severely damaged nose then how could a bullet 

which causes seven wounds and breaks two major bones come out 

/ 

only slightly damaged? 

The condition of CE 399 is a point of the Single Bullet 

Theory in which Gerald Posner defends strongly in his book Case 

Closed . Posner uses the ideas of Dr. John Lattimer, a urologist, 

to support his thoughts on the condition of the single bullet. 

Dr. Lattimer thinks that the tests done by Warren Commission 

with CE 856 were done incorrectly. He says. 

What that actually shows is that the Warren Commission 
did not conduct the proper experiments. They fired a 
6.5mm shell traveling at over 2,000 feet per second directly 
into a wrist bone. Of course you are going to get 
deformation of a bullet when it strikes a hard object at 
full speed. If Governor Connally's wrist had been hit 
on the straight fly by that bullet, CE 399, the bullet 
would be in worse shape, and so would his wrist. What 
the Warren Commission did not understand was that the bullet 
slowed as it passed through the bodies, and it never hit 
a hard surface, like bone, with its nose" (Posner, p. 336). 

When first looked at, this statement seems entirely credible, 



but if one reads the preceding page carefully it is obvious 
Lattimer can not be considered a credible source of information. 
On the preceding page Posner writes in his foot notes. Dr. 

John Lattimer and Dr. John Nichols created experiments to test 
the bullet's toughness. Nichols shot a 6.5mm slug through four 
feet of ponderosa pine boards and Lattimer put one through two 
feet of elm wood. Both bullets appeared undamaged" (Posner, 
p. 335n ) . It is quite obvious that Lattimer contradicts himself. 
Are not ponderosa pine and elm wood hard objects? One of these 
statements must be wrong. Dr. Lattimer 's and Posner's theory 
on the path of the bullet is the same as the Warren Commission's 
except that Lattimer says the bullet tumbled. He thinks the 
bullet began tumbling after it left Kennedy's throat and went 
through Connally sideways. He then says that it went through 
Connally's wrist backwards, leaving enough force to enter into 
his thigh (Posner, p. 336). This tumbling bullet theory can 
be disputed by Dr. Carrico's testimony to the Warren Commission. 
He said, "I think a missle this size traveling in such a 
direction that it had very little deformity, struck nothing 
causing it to tumble. .."( Carrico, p. 5). If the bullet hit 
nothing hard leaving the President's neck like the Warren 
Commission said, why would the bullet start to tumble? This 
theory which Posner and Lattimer support is obviously flawed. 
This is just one of many areas where Posner tries to deceive 

the public. 

In his Appendix titled "The Single Bullet Theory," Posner 
shows some major misrepresentations of the facts. First he 



has Kennedy sitting higher than Connally when in fact this is 
not true. The Zapruder film clearly shows very little, if not 
any, difference in the sitting height of the two men. Next 
is his placement of the President's back wound which he has 
in the same location as the Warren Commission. That placement 
has been discredited above. Another falsification is Connally 1 s 
back wound. Posner says it is one and a quarter inches long 
when Dr. Shaw testified it was "...a centimeter and a half in 
its greatest diameter" (Shaw, p. 104). The last area of 
misrepresentation is the position of Connally. Posner has him 
turned right when in the Zapruder film it can be seen that 
Connally is directly in front of Kennedy. 

The infamous Single Bullet Theory can be considered one 
of the biggest lies in the history of the United States. It 
is a blatant effort aimed at deceiving the American public. 

Arlen Spector, while ignoring the facts, concocted the Single 
Bullet Theory to prove the idea of a lone assassin. He knew 
his creation was physically impossible yet he tried to sell 
it to the people. Gerald Posner may consider himself a credible 
author on the assassination of President Kennedy, but by 
supporting Spector* s theory, Posner takes responsibility of 
spreading this blatant lie. Not only does he support the Single 
Bullet Theory, Posner also goes out of his way to deceive the 
public. He tries to lengthen Oswald's shooting time. He tries 
to use questionable computer enhancements to prove Governor 
Connally and President Kennedy were hit at the same time. Worst 
of all, Posner uses unqualified people to give theories intended 



to prove the existence of a single bullet. The lies and deceit 
have to stop. The American people deserve better and most of 
all, President John F. Kennedy deserves better. 



Ilf 



appendix 



Found in thin appendix In most of the testimony and evidence 
cited in thin paper. The appendix .111 show the obvious 
placement of Governor Connelly' n lapel and prove that a bullet 
could not have caused it to flip up. The appendix .111 also 



How for comparison between the Inaccurate diagrams, CE 385 
ind CE 386, and the autopsy face sheet, CE 397.- This comparison 
.hould disprove the Single Bullet Theory by showing the actual 
jositlon of President Kennedy's bach wound. The proof shown 
Ln CE 397 will be backed up by the official death certificate 
which is also included in the appendix. Finally this appendix 
will show the comparison of the two bullets CE 399 and CE 856. 
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S™ii,V Agm.Uu 

A|,, ’ r ' ,Xlmn,ClV " mv d,d k to reach the airplane at 

Mr. II ill. We arrived nt Dove Field at 2:14 

" CrC 3,0,1 ,,rCSCnt tlUr,ng the a "“ ri "«-'» ceremonies of 

Mr. Hn.r.. I was aboard the aircraft; yes, sir. 

Mr. Specter, Did you witness those ceremonies? 

Ir. Hill. Well, the Presidential compartment was so small that not nil 

co,,M r 

right adjacent to the area tliat the President was sworn In ^ 

Mr. Specter. Do you know (he time of the stvenrlng in’? 

Mr. Hill. 2:38. 

w,lnt “me did the Presidential aircraft depart? 

Mr t " ne “ nrr,,ed ,n the Wa8hln(!tOD area7 

Mr. Specter. And where did It land? 

Mr. Hill. We landed at Andrews Air Force Base. 

•nk M e r foU^„" lander " Ct,0,, • “ C0D,,CCtl0 " w,th tbl » "»“« <”<■ J»u 

assisted Mrs. Kennedy and the Attorney General, who had joined 
her at that t mo, Into the ambulance benrlng the President’s body, end I entered 
' Immediately behind tlie ambulance with Dr. John Walsh, Mrs 
Kennedy s pliyaldan, and members of President Kennedy's staff. 

Mr. Specter. And where did you go then 7 

Mr. Hill. Immediately to Bethesda Naval Hospital. 

Mr. Specter. And did you stay with the President's family at that time? 

Mr Hill When we arrived there, I went to the 17th floor with Mrs. Kennedy 

torn 1 T n * Ded Wlth Mr8 ’ KeDnedy except for one time when I was requested 
to come to the morgue to view the President’s body. 

Mr. Specter. And did you view the President’s body 7 
Mr. Hill. Yes, sir. y 

Predde^odyl ha tL‘m?rgue? d ^ U ‘ k9 f °"° Wln * ‘ he «“« 70U «*• 

Mr. Hill, After the viewing of the President c bo Jy 7 
Mr. flPKOTEn. Yes. 

«• *•» *-«» «■ 

h.d e r: e r^ C n °° n8 ’ Ma * 1 nsk « question? At the hospital In Terns you 
Mr Hi. hnclvo ” aee " “•* whole body, or Just the back of the President’s liend? 

l ’ 0tI3, • b . Ut he "" 8tlM C0ld when 1 »» him. 

Mr in ^ v At the morgue In Dethesda he was not cold? 

ro M ». n M"’ 8 r J the nut0, ' 8y ,lnd been completed, and the Lawler Mortuary 

Co. was preparing the body for placement In a casket Mortuary 

eprcacntntlre nooos. At tbla time did you see the whole body? 

Mr. hill. Yes, air. 

JJj.ww.Ullw DM T °" "* n,h ' r 1 wo. 1 l other tboo the b.od 

Representative Boons. Was there a frontal neck Injury? 

Mr. Hill. There was an area here that had been opened but 

Mr. SrECTKR. You are Indicating 
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TESTIMONY OF LINDA KAY WILLIS , J 

Tim testimony of Linda Kay Willis was taken at 3:15 p.m. f on July 22, 1064, lr 
(he ofTlce of the U.S. attorney, 801 Post Ofllce Building, Bryan and Brvay 8tmb 
Dallns, Tex., by Mr. Wesley J. Llebeler, assistant counsel of the President 
Commission. . * 

Mr. Liebeler. Would you rise and raise your right hand and I will swear TO' 
ns n witness. Do you solemnly swenr that the testimony you are about to |i?< 
will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God 

Mr L^n^Ka. Aal told your father, I am an attorney for the Presidents Coir 
mission on the Assassination of President Kennedy, and he hu to d me that yo 
were with him In the vicinity of the School Book Depository Building at the Urn 
of the assassination, and I want'ed to ask you two or three questions about Uu 
First of all. would you state your name for the reporter, please? 

Miss WtLLiB. Linda Kay Willis. 

Mr. Liebeler. How old are you.? 

Miss Willis. I will be 15, July 29. . , # # q „ hn 

Mr. Lieiieler. Tour father has told us that you were out In front of the Scbo 
Book Depository Building along with your sister on the day of the assasslnatlo 
nnd your mother and father were also there, is that correct? 

Mlsa Willis. Yes, sir. f ; . . . ... 

Mr. Likdeleil Did you hear any shots, or what you later learned to be shol 

as the motorcade came past you there? 

Miss Willis. Yes; I heard one. Then there was a little bit of time, and 
there were two real fast bullet* together When the flrat one htL w*«. U 
President turned from waving to the people, and he grabbed his throat, and l 
kind of slumped forward, and then I couldn’t tell where the second shot wer 
Mr. Liebeler. Now, you were standing right along the curb ®lm 8tr^ 
that right, when the motorcade came by across the street from the Sell 
Book Depository Building? , 

Miss Willis. Yes, sir. _ Dl> . . .. . 

Mr Liebeler. Did you follow the motorcAde down Elm Street at all, or 
you stand on the corner up toward Houston Street and watch ^there? 

Miss Willis. I was right across from the ^gn that points to ^® re 
mons Expressway Is. I was directly across when the first shot hit him. 

Mr. Liebeler. Directly across from the sign that says, “Stemmons Freewaj 
Miss Willis. I was right In line with the sign and the car, and I wasn 
far away from him, but I couldn't tell from where the shot came. 

Mr. Liebeler. Did you Just stay right there, or did you go on down E 

9t ms8 Willis. I stayed there. I was on the corner across from the cowtto- 
when the motorcade first came down Main Street, and when lt>rned he c 
ner on Houston, well, I followed along the street : with the CM, 0,01 
turned the corner on Elm and I stood there where the Stemmons sign Is. 

Mr. Liebeler. Did you see the President get hit In the head? 

Miss Willis. Yes. * . , 

Mr. Liebeler. You actually saw the President get hit that way 7 

Miss Willis. Yes. ** . 

Mr. Likbiler. How far away would you lay that you were when you t 

Mlsa WiLua. Oh, about twice as far as I am from here to thla dobr. Ha 

not quite that far. j * 

Mr. Liebeler. About 25 feet or so? 1 

Mlsa Willis. About that * ». , ’ . . . ... 

Mr. Liebeler. Now when you saw the President get hit In the head, did 

hear any more shots after that? 

Miss Willis. Yes; the first one, I heard the first shot come and th 
slumped forward, and then I couldn’t tell where The second shot went, 
then the third one, and that was the last one that hit him In the head. 

Mr. Liebeler. You only heard three shots altogether? 
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Mr. Specter. Do you know at approximately what time this procedure was 
slnrLed? * 

Dr. Bn aw. I will have to refresh my memory again from the record. We 

bad at the time I testified before, we had the ♦ , 

Mr. Specter. Permit me to make available to you a copy of the Parkland 
Memorial Hospital operative record and let me ask you, flrBt of all, If you can 
Identify these two pages on an exhibit heretofore marked as Commission Exhibit 
302 as to whether or not this constitutes your report? 

Dr. Shaw. Yes; this la a transcription of my dictated report of the operation. 
Mr. Specter. Are the facta sot forth therein true and correct? 

Dr. Buaw. Yes. On this It states that the operation Itself was begun at 
1300 hours or 1 o’clock, 1 p.in., and that the actual surgery started at 1335 or 
1 :30 p.m. 

The operation was concluded by me at 3 — 1520 which would be 3 :20 p.m. 

Mr. Specter. You have described. In a general way, the chest wound. What 
other wounds, If any, was Governor Connally suffering from at the time you 
saw him? 4 

Dr. Shaw. I will describe then the wound of the wrist which was obvious. 
He had a wound of the lower right forearm that I did not accurately examine 
because I had already talked to Dr. Gregory while I was scrubbing for the 
operation, told him that this wound would need his nttentlon as soon as we 
were able to get the chest In a satisfactory condition. There was also, I was 
told, l didn't see the wound, on the thigh, I was told that there was a small 
wound on the thigh which I saw later. 

Mr. Specter. When did you first hafe an opportunity then to examine Gov- 
ernor Connally’B wound on the posterior aspect of Ills chest? 

Dr. Shaw. After the Governor had been anesthetized. As Boon as he was 
asleep so we could manipulate him — before that time It was necessary for an 
endotracheal tube to be In place so his respirations could be controlled before 
we felt we could roll him over and accurately examine the wound entrance. 

We knew this was the wound exit 

Mr. Specteb. This [Indicating an area below the right nipple on the body]? 
Dr. Biiaw. Yes .‘ ' 

Mr. Dulles. How did you know It was a wound exit 

Dr. Biiaw. By the fact of Its site, the ragged edges of the wound. This wound 
was covered by a dressing which could not be removed until the Governor was 

anesthetized. * > 

Mr. Specter. Indicating this wound, the wound on the Governors chest/ 

Dr. Shaw. Yes ; the front part 

Mr. SrECTER. Will you describe In as much detail as you can the wound on 
the posterior slde'of the Governor’s chest? 

Dr. Shaw. This was a small wound approximately a centimeter and a half 
In Its greatest diameter. It was roughly elliptical. It was just medial to the 
axllllnry fold or the crease of the armpit, but we could tell that this wound, 
the depth of the wound, had not penetrated the shoulder blade. 

Mr. Specter. What were the characteristics, If any, which Indicated to you 
that It was a wound of entrance then? 

Dr. Shaw. Its small size, and the rather clean cut edges of the wound as 
compared to the usual more ragged wound of exit. 

Mr. 8pecter. Now, I hand you a diagram which Is a body diagram on Com- 
mission Exhibit No. 679, and ask you If, on the back portion of the figure, that 
accurately depicts the point of entry Into Governor Connelly's back? 

Dr. Shaw. Yes.’ The depiction of the point of entry, I feel Is quite accurate. 
Mr. 8pecteii. Now, with respect to the front side of the body, Is the point 
of exit accurately. Bbown on the diagram? c 
Dr. Shaw. The point is * 

Mr Specter. We,have heretofore, may the record show the deposition covered 
much the same ground with Dr. Shaw, but the diagrams used now are new 
diagrams which will have to be remarked In accordance with your recollection. 

Dr. Shaw. Yes.< , Because I would have to place— they are showing here the 
angle. » «. . • 
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Mr. Duli.cs. I see. 

I)r. OAiuucd. The entrance. All we knew tills was a small wound here. 

Mr. Dullcb. 1 see. And you put your hand right above where your tie Is? 

Dr. Carrico. Yes, sir ; Just where the tie 

Mr. Dullcs. A little bit to the left. 

Dr. Carrico. To the right 
Mr. Dullcs. Yes; to the right. 

Dr. Carrico. Yes. And tills wound was fairly round, had no jagged edges, 
no evidence of powder burns, and so forth. 

Representative Ford. No evidence of powder burns? 

Dr. Carrico. So far as I know. * 

Representative Ford. In the front? 

Dr. Carrico. Yes. '* t . 

Mr. Spcoter. Have you now described that wound as specifically as you can 
based upon your observations at the time? 

Dr. Carrico. I believe so. • 

Mr. Specter. And your recollection at the time of those observations? 

Dr. Carrico. Yes ; an even round wound., 

Mr. Dulles. You felt this wound In the neck was not a fatal wound 7 
Dr. Carrico. That Is right 

Mr. Specter. That Is, absent the head wound, would the President have sur- 
vlved the wound which wad present on his neck? 

Dr. Carrico. I think very Likely he would have. 

Mr. Specter. Based on your observations on the neck wound alone did you 
have a sufficient basis to form au opinion aB to whether It was an entrance or 
an exit wound? 

Dr. Carrico. No, sir; we did not Not having completely evaluated all the 
Wounds, traced out the course of the bullets, this wound would have been com- 
patible with either entrance or exit wound depending tfpon the alee, the velocity, 
the tissue structure and so forth. 

Mr. Speoter. Permit me to add some facts which I shall ask you to assume 
as being true for purposes of having you express an opinion. 

First of all, assume that the President was struck by a 6.5 mm. capper- 
jacketed bullet from a rifle having a muzzle velocity of approximately 2.000 
feet per second nt a time when the President was approximately 160 to 250 
feet from the wenpon, with the President being struck from the rear a a 
downward angle of approximately 46 degrees, being struck on the upper right 
posterior thorax Just above the upper border of the scapula 14 centimeters from 
the tip of the right acromion process and 14 centimeters below the tip of the right 
mastoid process. » 

Assume further that the missile passed through the body of the President 
striking no bones, traversing the neck and sliding between the large muscle/i In 
the posterior aspect of the President’s body through a fascia channel without 
violating the pleural cavity, but bmlalng only the apex of the right pleural 
cavity and bruising the most apical portion of the right lung, then causing a 
hematoma to the right of the larynx which you have described, and creating 
a Jogged wound In the trachea, then exiting precisely at the point where you 
observe the puncture wound to exist. 

Now based on those facts was the appearance of the wound In your opinion 
consistent with being an exit wound? 

Dr. Carrico. It certainly was. It could have been under the clrcumstan'es. 
Mr. Specter. And assuming that all the facts which I have given you t :r be 
true, do you have an opinion with a reasonable degree of medical certainly as to 
whether, In fact, the wound was an entrance wound or an exit wound7 
Dr. Carrico. With those facts and the fact as I understand It no olher 
bullet wan found this would be, this was, I believe, was an exit wound. 

Mr. Specter. Were any bullets found in the President's body by the doctors 

• at Parkland? *-** *t * 

Dr. Carrico. No, sir. 

Mr. Specter. Was the President's clothing ever examined by you, Dr. Carrico? 
Dr. Carrico. No, sir; It was not 

Mr. Speoter. What was the reason for no examination of the clothJDg? 
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Mr. Specter. Do you linve nn opinion, Dr. Carrico. na to tlie cnuse of the 
punctate wound In the President’s throat? 

Dr. Cariiico. No; I really don't — Just on the basis of whnt I know. We 
didn’t innke nn attempt, ns you kuow, to nHccrtnln the trnck of the bullets. 

Mr. Specter. I can’t hear you. 

Dr. Carrico. As you know, we didn’t try to nscertnln the track of the bullets. 

Mr. Specter. And why did you not make an effort to determine the trnck of 
the bulleta? 

Dr. Carrico. Again, In trying to rcauncltntu Lite President, the time to do this 
wiis not nvailnhle. The exnitilimlloit conducted was one to try to establish 
whnt life threatening situations were present and to correct Iheae. 

Mr. Specter. Wna thorn any discussion among the doctors who m tended 
President Kennedy as to the cnuse of the neck wound? 

Dr. Carrico. Yes; after thnt afternoon. 

Mr. Specter. And what conversations were there? 

Dr. Carrico. As I recall, Dr. Perry, and I talked and tried after — later In Uio 
afternoon to determine whnt exactly had happened, and we were not aware of 
Ihe missile wound to the hack, and inmtulnted thnt this was either n tangential 
wound from a fragment, possibly another entrance wound. It could have been 
an exit wound, bill wc knew of no other entrance wound. 

Mr. Specter. Was the wound In the neck consistent with being either nti 
entry or exit wound. In your opinion? 

Dr. Carrico. Yes. 

Mr. Specter. Or, did It look (o he more one thnn the other? 

Dr. Carrico. No; it could have been cither, depending on the size of the 
missile, the velocity of the missile, the tissues that It struck. 

Mr. Specter. Dr. Cnrrlco, assume llicse facts, If you will — first, thnt President 
Kennedy was struck by a 0.5-mm. missile which entered the upper-right jiosterior 
thorax, Just above the scapula, being 14 cm. from the tip of Ihe right acromion, 
•-c-r-o-m-l-o-n (spelling) process, and 14 cm. below the tip of the right mastoid 
process, and thnt the missile traveled between two strap muscles, proceeded 
through the fascia channel without violating the pleural cavity, striking the side 
of tho truehen and exiting In the lower third of the anterior throut. Under 
the circumstances which I have Just described to you, would the wound which 
you observed on the President's throat be consistent with the dninnge which 
a 0.5-mm. missile, traveling at the rate of approximately 2,000 feet per second, 
thnt being muzzle velocity, with the President being 100 to 250 feet nwny from 
the rifle, would thnt wound he consistent with that type of a weapon at that 
distance, with the missile taking the {mill I have Just described to you? 

Dr. Carrico. 1 certainly think it could. 

Mr. Specter. Aud whnt would your thinking be as to why It could produce 
thnt result? 

Dr. Carrico. I think u missile of this size, traveling In such a direction thnt 
It had very little deformity, struck nothing which would cause It to begin 
tumbling, and was slowed very little by passing through this relatively easy 
traversed {dunes, would not expend a groat deni of energy on exit anti would 
very likely not tumble, thus producing a small, round, even wound. 

Mr. Specter. Whnt has been your existence, If nny, with gunshot wounds? 

Dr. Carrico. In working in the emergency room at Parkland, we have seen n 
fnlrly good number of gunshot wounds, and with .22 and .25 cullber wenpons of 
somewhat, possibly somewhat lower velocity but nt closer range, we have seen 
entrance and exit wounds of almost the snme size, esjieclnlly the same size, when 
posslng through sui>erflclnl structures. 

Mr. Specter. And whnt superficial structures did thoso missiles pass through 
to which you have Just referred ? 

Dr. CARnrco. The ones I was referring to In particular were through the 
muscles of the leg superflelutly. 

Mr. SrECTER. Approximately how many missile wounds, bullet wounds* have 
you had nn opiiortuutty to observe lit your practice. Doctor? 

Dr. Carrico. I would guess 150 or 200. 

Mr. Specter. Would you describe us precisely for me as possible the nature 
of the bend wound which you observed on the President? 
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GROUP FOUR- 



THE CONSPIRACY COMMUNITY 



The "conspiracy conmunity" is an often talked-about and much- 
maligned segment of Gerald Posner’s book Case Closed . Many times, 

Posner deals with the conspiracy theorists and critics of the Warren 
Report very unjustly. In his few warranted attacks, Posner only 
blasts the most far-out and unbelievable theorists. The most he 
can do with legitimate critics, such as Harold Weisberg. or Sylvia 
Meagher, is misrepresent the facts they make very clear in their 
own books. He cannot find anything of theirs to discredit so he 
just attacks them, without warrant or justification. When Posner 
is not busy attacking the credibility of the evidence used by conspiracy 
theorists, he is busy attacking these critics as left-wingers - a 
bunch of liberals with unbelievable and false claims. In this attack, 
as well as many others, Gerald Posner is very much off-base. 

Case Closed attacks the credibility of many of the conspiracy 
theorists' cases. It attacks Jim Garrison’s work as well as Oliver 
Stone's movie JFK , both of which are known to be untruthful. Case 
Closed also attacks David Li f ton, the somewhat suspect author of 
Best Evidence . Although Posner actually does attack some of Lifton’s 
more questionable points, Posner purposely assaults Lifton for his 
(Lifton’s) "two casket theory."*- This theory asserts that President 
John F. Kennedy's body boarded Air Force One in a bronze casket and 
exited Air Force One in a simple gray one, proving supposedly that 
JFK's body was stolen while on the plane. Actually, Paul Kennedy 
O'Conner is the one who claimed the President’s body came to Bethesda 
in the shipping casket. 3-- Therefore, this claim was not originated 
by Lifton. This misrepresentation is just one example of many that 
Posner deceivingly tells his reader . 



Case Closed also attacks Harold Wfeisberg>, a man who knows more 
about President Kennedy's assassination than anyone \ Case Closed 
claims that Dr.Renatus Hartogs first diagnosed Lee Harvey Oswald’s 
potential for violence when Oswald was a youngster of fourteen# 
This book seems to say that Dr. Hartogs saw a quality in the young 



man which eventually led the older Oswald to assassinate the President 
of the United States. With this section on the doctor, Case Closed 
begins to lay a foundation for the case against Oswald by labeling 
him early as potentially violent. Case Closed attacks Harold Weisburg 
for not including Dr. Hartogs' diagnosis in his books &• What Case 
dosed fails to point out, however are other statements by Dr. Hartogs 
to the Warren Coninission that do not help Posner's case. In his 
Whitewash , Mr. weiebergj points out two of these statements. Dr. 

Hartogs stated that there was no way to predict Oswald's alleged 
final act of violence from his tendencies as a teenager. The doctor 
also maintained that, despite reports to the contrary, his original 
psychiatric examination did not reveal potential danger in Oswald A 

Case Closed belittles Harold iWe'iSberg for asserting that "Oswald's 
marksmanship was rather poor" 7- Posner speaks of Oswald qualifying 
as a sharpshooter, in the Marines, he had trained for only three 
weeks with a M-l rifle. He boasts of Oswald qualifying as a marksman, 
even when Oswald was disgusted with the Marines and had no incentive 
to perform. Posner even quotes Marine Corps officer Sergeant James 
Zahm, who claimed Oswald was an "excellent shot" when compared to 
the typical man. 8 All these statements tend to make Harold Weisburg 
seem wrong when he certainly is not. ’Wexsterg points out that Oswald 
qualified as a sharpshooter only after he underwent thorough training 



under a skilled supervisor and with an excellent rifle. At a later 
time and without the thorough training, Oswald did not duplicate 
his original "feat". He barely made the level of marksman.^' 

In Weisberg 1 s Whi tewash , Lieutenant-Colonel A.G. Folsom, Jr. put 
Oswald's supposedly great marksmanship into perspective in his response 
to an inquiry by the Warren Commission. Folsom states that any Marine, 
following specific instructions, is reasonably expected to become 
a marksman. Furthermore, he communicates the Marine Corps' opinion 
that most Marines will become a sharpshooter when allowed to develop 
"a reasonable amount of adaptability to weapons firing".* 0 ' Simply 
stated, Folsom deemed a marksman to be a rather poor shooter and 
a sharpshooter to be a fairly good shooter. Even James Zahm, the 
man who claimed Oswald to be a good shot, maintained that Oswald 
should have taken a minimum of ten test shots before using a rifle 
with a telescopic sight 

Another fact, pointed out in Weisberg's book Whitewash , should 
also be noted. In his testimony, Sergeant Zahm stated that the shots 
that hit the President at both the head and the neck would have been 
an easy shot for a man with Oswald's capabilities. 1 *"' When this claim 
was actually tested, three genuine marksman could not accomplish 
what Oswald is said to have done. The test marksman even had unlimited 
time and nonmoving targets to duplicate this feat! All of the facts, 
put together, shed much new light on Posner's claims! 

It is interesting to note that, although Gerald Posner goes 
to great lengths to attack what Harold Veisberg has already proven 
as fact, he uses Weisberg to help intensify his attack on another 
conspiracy theorist. Posner criticizes, Mark Lane, the author of 
the much-read book Rush to Judgement , is criticized by Posner for 



using only facts that support his argument while ignoring others 
that do not ' Posner uses Mr .Weisberg to aid him in his criticism. 

He notes Weisberg r s view of Lane as only writing for self -promotion 

and money He cites Weisberg to aid in his attack on Lane, but previously# 

the only thing Gerald Posner was interested in was belittling Weisburg. 

First he attacks Wteisberg’S* character. Next, he quotes Robert Blakey 

as saying Weisberg 's work was based on mere accusations. 1 ^ Posner 

knows that this claim is not true, and that is why he relies on someone 

else to make it. Harold Weisberg’ 's book Whitewash not only tells 

the truth, but also tells where evidence is found to support the 

truth. Just look at weisberg 's proof in support of the evidence 

surrounding Dr.Hartogs* and Oswald's marksmanship. It is all there! 

How can an author try to discredit a man and immediately afterwards, 
use that same man's opinion in trying to discredit another man? 

This incident clearly demonstrates the lies and deceit that Gerald 
Posnertries to get away with in his book. 

Sylvia Meagher is also the subject of Posner's unfounded attacks. 

Many times, Posner misleads his reader by giving Meagher's quotes 
out of context, not giving her full quote, or implying that she has 
no proof of what she says when proof is actually well explained and 
well documented. For example. Case Closed mis represents Meagher 
by quoting her, out of context, as saying that there is no evidence 
that Oswald was in anyway mentally disturbed.*'* Posner completely 
ignores all the proof that Sylvia Meagher gives in support of this 
statement. First, Meagher points out Oswald's own medical records 
from his career in the Marine Corps, which never show any "sign 
of emotional problems, mental abnormality, or psychosis" .* 7 The 



psychiatric evaluation of Lee Harvey Oswald during his stay in the 
Soviet Union again showed no sign of a psychotic mind or a homicidal 
tendency. Finally, Meagher presents the psychiatric evaluation 
of Dr. Renatus Hartogs, the same report Posner uses to help "close" 
his case, to reinforce her own case. This report, again showed 
no indication of psychotic behavior. Although in his testimony 
to the Warren Conmission Dr. Hartogs claimed that the younger Oswald 
had definite potential for violence, his review of his actual 1953 
report found that there was actually no mention of this potential 
or any incipient schizophrenia Because of all this evidence, there 
is more than enough reason for Sylvia Meagher to conclude that Oswald, 
though not a model citizen, was not mentally disturbed, either. 

Posner also asserts that Sylvia Meagher claimed Oswald's Carcano 

|(g 

had a "hair trigger, which would have hurt Oswald's marksmanship . 

In actuality, Meagher does not make this claim at all. In her book 
Accessories After the Fact , Sylvia Meagher quotes Army expert Ronald 
Simnons as making this claim? 0 She never initiates any claim like 
this one! She simply quotes someone with an expert opinion. 

Another notable murder took place in Dallas on November 22,1963, 
the murder of Dallas police officer J.D. Tippit. This murder was 
also attributed, by Dallas police, to Oswald. There are some questions, 
though, as to Oswald's real guilt in this homicide. Gerald Posner 
claims that he has proof of Oswald's guilt, noting close witness 
Domingo Benavides. Posner claims that Benavides, in his testimony 
before the Warren Commission, said he(Benavides) had identified 
Oswald as Officer Tippit 's killer from television photos" Meagher 
claims just the opposite, and she is criticized for this claim by 



Gerald Posner?" The truth Is found in Mr. Benavides actual testimony 
to the Warren Coirmission. In his testimony, Benavides claims that 
he told police on the day of the assassination that he did not think 
he could identify Tippit's killer ? 3 Mr. Benavides was then asked 
how he knew to use the name Oswald (in reference to killer). Benavides 
said that the picture on television made him believe the murderer 
was Oswald. In his own words, "[i]t looked like a guy, resembled 
the guy"?* Benavides never made a positive identification of Oswald 
as a murderer on any occasion. Once again, Ms. Meagher was correct. 

Another simpler attack on Sylvia Meagher indicates just how 
many tactics Posner will use to misrepresent her work. Posner, 
in an appendix to Case Closed , maintains that the supposed "mystery 
deaths" surrounding the assassination are not real mysteries at 
all. He quotes Sylvia Meagher as saying that "witnesses appear 
to be dying like flies " * Meagher actually states that, "[v]iewed 
subjectively, the witnesses appear to be dying like flies". If 
Posner would have read on after this sentence, he would have found 
what else Ms. Meagher points out. In truth, no authoritative voice 
has actually rendered his or her opinion on the odds that all the 
"mystery deaths" could have happened as they have? 7 Meagher is saying 
that no one should make a conclusion either way. Like so many other 
occasions, Mr. Posner has simply distorted her words. 

And, there is yet another incident where Posner again changes 
the appearance of Meagher’s words. She, with reference to the Warren 
Report, states that the assassin may not have even been shooting 
from the sixth floor of the depository, considering the seventh 
floor has a better vantage point?* And, as stated earlier, she backs 
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this point up with evidence and photographs from the Warren Report. 
However/ Posner , Ignores the concrete foundations of her ideas and 
portrays it as nonsense. Unless the reader goes back and refers 
to Meagher's Accessories After the Fact and then to the Warren Report/ 
he or she has no way of knowing that Posner is flat out distorting 
and manipulating facts to discredit Sylvia Meagher and by doing 
such he is trying to make himself look like a knowledgable , respectable 
expert. 

Finally, and most unjustly, Gerald Posner attacks Sylvia Meagher 
as a "conmitted leftist".^ He says strongly that "her politics are 
clear throughout the book "? 0 In reality. Accessories After the Fac t 
is very objective, presenting and interpreting facts as they are. 

One example of this objectivity is Meagher's treatment of the "mystery 
deaths" in her book. She says, as has already been stated, that 
no definite professional opinion has been given on these deaths ? 1 
A more telling display of Meagher's objectivity occurs later in 
the same book. In her chapter entitled "No Conspiracy?", Meagher 
includes a very important note. She states that "[t]he known facts 
[of the investigation] are subject to several different interpretations". 
The purpose of Ms. Meagher's analysis, as she herself states, is 
only to raise doubts about the FBI's investigation into the assassination 
as well as the Warren Coitmission's purpose and objectivity in evaluating 
and interpreting the evidence they had ? 5 How could this note come 
from a woman who, according to Posner, had made her views clear 
throughout the book? These two examples are, in fact, verifiable 
proof of Sylvia Meagher’s true objectivity. 

Time and time again, Gerald Posner has proven to be, at the 



very least, a deceitful writer. If the misrepresentations Posner 
has presented to his reader are not enough to convince some people 
of his dishonesty, other things that Posner has done should. For 
example, Case Closed quotes David Lifton as saying President Kennedy's 
body only left Dallas unaltered because Govenor Connally was shot. 

When the reference to this quote is looked up, the quote is nowhere 
to be found! Also, Posner attributes a direct quote to Harold Weisberg 
on page eighteen of Posner's book. There is no book or page number 
shown in reference to this quote. It almost seems as though Posner 
does not want his quotes to be found. This type of misleading endnoting 
occurs throughout Case Closed , making it very difficult to check 
what Posner writes. 

Gerald posner relentlessly attacks those conspiracy theorists 
with holes in their stories or those that use obvious falsehoods. 

He can do little more with legitimate critics such as Harold Weisbejrg 
or Sylvia Meagher than misrepresent their actual statements or assassinate 
their character. The problem with Gerald Posner lies not in what 
he chooses to attack but in what he ignores. He ignores David R. 

Wrone's The Assassination of John j\ Kennedy: A Comprehensive , Historica l 
and Legal Bibliography, 1963-19?9 . Posner had to know about this 
book because he interviewed Wrone! He also ignores, or misrepresents 
the evidence that points to the contrary of his view of the truth. 

Most importantly. Case Closed ignores the fact that conspiracy 
theorists are of different stripes. It is easy to question a theory 
consisting of switched coffins or involving the infamous "umbrella 
man". Posner's implications are that all conspiracy theorists are 
this irrational, this extreme, in their views. The irrational writers 
have conveyed every possible explanation for the assassination they 
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can come up with. These explanations range from connections to 
Brigham Young to links to ancient Egypt K" A certain Doonsbury comic 
points out this view quite well. On one side, there is the "logical" 
view of Lee Harvey Oswald firing three shots at the President. 

Opposite that picture are all the unbelievable aspects of the conspiracy 
community: the "badge man", hundreds of conspirators, and over one 
hundred "mystery deaths" are among what is shown. The implication 
here is that, if you do not believe the Warren Conmission's version 
of the truth, you believe that which is incredible and unfathomable! 

Not at all mentioned in this cartoon is the middle of the two extremes. 

This basically unheard of viewpoint includes the likes of >Weisberg 
and Meagher, those who do not claim to have solved the murder but 
do question the investigation of it. In Harold Weisberg's words, 
the middle ground finds that," the commission failed us" and "proliferating 
conspiracy theories mislead and confuse" This view is not far- 
fetched and unfathomable. It is credible and backed up with much 
evidence. Just because many conspiracy theorists have failed to 
prove their far-fetched views, there is no reason for people to 
stop questioning the rationale and findings of the Warren Conmission. 
Simply those interested in finding the truth should look to the 
lonely and much less talked about middle ground. 
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and the objeot of study by aooial aervioe agenoiea. 

The Report doea evaluate testimony from the trained people who 
examined Oawald becauae of hla truancy, Theae inoluded Or, Renatus , 
Hartogs, a peyohlatrlat (QH2l4ff.). Although not neceaaarily valid 
with reapeot to Oawald the gan , two comments In the Report are worthy 
consideration beoauar vQf the lack of alternatives: t*¥T ^ 

» %- >m '.ft 

"It would be Incur reat, however, to believe that those _ * 

aspeota of Lee's personality whiott were observed in New* York 
oould have led anyone to predlot the outbursts of vlolenoe 
which finally occurred. ( R302 ) .v„ : 

• "Contrary to reports that appeared after the assasslna- . 

tlon, the psychlatrlo examination did not indicate that Lee 
Oswald was a potential aaeasaln, potentially dangerous, that 
hla 1 outlook on life had strongly paranoid overtones', or 
that he should be Institutionalized, " (R379.) 

A more recent psychlatrlo examination of the adult Oswald Is In 
the Commission* s record but avoided In the Report, Whlla In the So- 
viet Union, Oswald attempted auloide. He was hospitalized and at 
that time was subjected to three days of psychiatric observation. 

The psychiatrist ' s conclusion was that he was not dangerous to 

others" (18H464). » ; 

In January 1953 Oswald and hla mother returned to New Orleans, 
living Initially with relatives. His sohool work Improved but re- 
mained medloore. When in the tenth grade,! he quit sohool after 
writing a note in his mother's name saying they were leaving tcwn. , 
This was eleven days before his sixteenth birthday. He sought 
unsuccessfully to enlist in the Marines. j^Untll he was finally ac- 
cepted on October 26, 1956, he worked at"varioua Jobs, studied the 
Marina Corps manual, read much, and beoame Interested In politics. 

Just before his enlistment was to end, he obtained a fraudu- 
lent "hardship" discharge from the Marines and almost Immediately 
left the country. His destination was the Soviet Union. He arrived 
in Moscow on October 16, 1959. After first applying for Soviet citi- 
zenship, which was never granted, he went to the United States Embassy 
and delivered a written renunoiation of his citizenship, which was 
not in the proper form and was not accepted. The oonsul was able to 
divert him by various stratagems and Oawald never again made a eerioua 
effort in this direction. He worked in an, electronic s plant in Minsk, 
where he met and married on April 30, 1961, a 19-year-old pharmacist, 
Marina prusakova. A month or two later, aooording to her aocount, he 
began talking to his wife about returning to the United States. There 
. are contradictory versions whioh indicate w arina was interested in 
leaving the Soviet Union. After many difficulties and considerable 
assistance from the United States Government, including the loan of 
$435.71, the couple and their infant daughter June crossed the Soviet 
frontier on June 2, 1962. They arrived in. the United States on June 
13 and flew to Port Worth, Texas, the next day. .. . 

During, hla life in the Soviet Union, Oswald developed a thorough 
hatred for that country's political system. Pour days after his ar- 
rival in Port Worth, he asked a public stenographer to type a manu- 
script about his life in Russia and bis observations. From the time 
of his return until his murder, Oawald was never regularly employed. 

He lived in Fort Worth, New Orleans end Dallas. He made a brief trip 
to Mexico at the end of September 1963 and returned to Dellas. He 
obtained eraoloyment at the Texas School Book Depository on October lb, 
1963. after favorably Impressing the manager, Roy S. Truly, in sn in. 
tervlew. The lead on the Job came from • neighbor of Mrs, Ruth Pams, 
with whom the then pregnant Marina and the baby lived while Oswald 
sought employment in Dallas. „ 

During the I week Oswald slept in a rented cubbyhole. He. span t 
weekends with his family at the Pains home, in nearby Irving. There 
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to do it, but you don’t have the capability ... to f J m 
throe shots oontroll >d with aoouraoy, tbia boy oouldn't 
do it." 

Coramiaaiqc^Aaaiatant Counsel Wealay J. Liabalar 
baaa that JudgSwIC on tha frot that, in your own •xperiendM., it ia f 
difficult to do t&at^jrt of thing?* 1 — * 

"Mr. Andrews; fou Juat don’t pick up a rifla or a 
pistol or whatever weapon you ara uaing and atay profio- 
iant with it. T 0 u hivo to know what you ara doing. ... 

Somabody alaa pullad tha trigger ... It* a Juat 
tha 5 yaara (experience) and thinking about it a bit. i 
have firad aa muoh ai 1| 0,000 rounda of ammo a day for 7 
daya a waak. You go pretty good with it aa long aa you 
keep firing. Than I hnva gone back after 2 weeks. 1 
: ,< used to be able to take a ahotgun, go on a akaat, and 

•! pop 100 out of 100. After 2 weeks, I oould only pop 60 

of there. I would ha^ to start again, same way with tha 
rifle and maohinaguni. Every other parson I knew, same 
thing happened to th^re. You Just have to stay in it. 

Assuming what was ne^oi true, that Oswald was a akilladmarka- 
■an, how, where and with ’rhefc did ha praotioa to maintain this ski lit 
Thera is testimony from a nvmber of witnesses proving that • 
seen at shooting galleria i nnd looking like Oswald wu not and could 
1 not have bean him. Thera remains only the word of Marina, and all 
■ bo said was that In New Orleans aha saw hire praotioa using the bolt 
Ml and the scope, "dry runs", vlth a weapon aha dld n ? b 
U»in tha darkl Even her unl>al ia vable allegation that Oswald fired 00 • 
‘bullet at Oeneral Edwin WnlVer ia entirely without aupoort. | The ex- 
pert testimony by FBI Ballistics Expert Robert A. Frasier was that 
li be oould not state even the manufacture of either the rifle or the 
Lbullet (3HU29-liO).| The only bullet the Conmieaion ever knew Oswald 
i 1 . fired from his ririe waa i:his Welker bullet. 1 1 -eriter 

ft; Oswald’s marksmanship in the Marine. Corps, ■• T ?ral years 
k was poor, despite the efforts of the Report to' establish 
§It nonetheless concludes that Oswald had ttM v Q«p£lllty 
fiwhioh enabled him to commit the assassination < R1 9 ^ 95 ]. The method 
7, by which this transformation was acoomplished is of admirable sim- 
plioity : First, make lnvnlid oomparisona and then, when you get the 

lubeat possible testimony, ?.f It does not suit your purpose j Just keep 
"^■oraping the barrel until ycu do get what you want. ' 
fj During his Marine 0 o i*ps career*- Oswald was twioe tested in 
■arksmanship. The first »:ime came after an extensive P erl ° d °£. trallU 
ling and under skilled supervision, with an excellent weapon with 
hLwhloh he was thoroughly fniniliar and ammunition of unquestioned de- 
ffpendability, After first firing at . 2$0 rounds, be Jus b man- 
Ef‘ aged to make the grade miMtalcealy oalled Sharpshooter . * 

llont of three designations used by the Services to desorlbe 
f skill. It 1. actually on y th. mlddl* grade, *°P * 

t Rifleman". At that time, Oswald did make tha mlddl* grad., 

Inaar the top. In a lat.r test, wh.n not under th. lnt.ni sir. traio- 
ling, he did Tory badly. I'e Juat made tha vary bottom of tha 
fgrad. that everybody has i.o make, placing but a * ln8 J* 
the absolute minimum In the target. | And even J 1 * 1 * "*• * T !jV 

‘'weapon ha had fired sev.rnl hundred times and * relative 

Tha Commission asked tbs Marine Corps for }^ on ?S bl ® n f ”A*!i 
I to Marksmanship oapabllit! *-* of La. Harvey Oswald . From the aaa- 
j quarters of the Marina Coips oame a reeponsedatedJun.o, 9°**’ J 
1 Ll.ut.oant-Colon.1 A. 0. Folsom, Jr., head of tha Raoerda Branoh of 
fc the- Personnel Branch, "by direction of the Connandant of th. I ”£th 
[iCorps" (19H16-0). Colonel. Folsom-alao correlated profloiency tntn 
{praotioa. H. stated, "Th<> Marine Corps o<n elders that any reasona- 
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ble application of the instructions given to Marines should permit 
them to be qualified a*i at least a marksman. To become qualified as 
a sharpshooter, the Ms *ine Corps is of the opinion that most Marines 
uith a reasonable an ount of adaptability to weapons firing so become 
qualified. Consequently a low marksman qualification Indicates a 
rather poor 'shot* and a sharpshooter qualification is a fairly good 
'shot* ." 

So, Oswald at bis military best was only "fairly good" and at 
the end of hia service was a "poor shot". 

To offset this de.itruc tion of its sand castle, the Commission 
compared Oswald with a number of men who have spent their lives fir- 
ing and studying wesoons, men of the highest competence, firing 
weapons regularly as part of their livelihoods for all or most of 
their adult years, men who bad bad scientific weapons training. 

Then on Jul^ 21*, 196'*, the Commission called James A. Zabm, a Marine 
non- commissioned officr • in weapons training UlH306ff. ) . Zabm was 
willing to Oswald l good shot. But even he specified a minimum 

of ten pracrace * shots as prerequisite in the use of the telescopic 
sight (R192). And this, of course, assumed a good telescopic sight. 

After deliberation, the Report concludes that Oswald's Marine 
experience, "his otb>r rifle experience (a bad performance with a .22 
rifle) end his established familiarity with this particular weapon 
(totally non-existent) show that he possessed ample capability to 
commit the aaaassinatir a (R195). 

Just how easy won these assassination shots? Could the per- 
formance be regarded ar within the "capability" of a man who was at 
the time lejas practicec’ than when the Marine Corps several years 
earlier had evaluated Jim as a "poor shot ? 

The Commission arranged what it presumably considered a fair 
test, with its three genuine marksmen, rated as master by the Ra- 
tional J^ifle Association" (R193). " The marksmen took as much time 
as they wanted . for the first target and all hit the target. V or the 
first four attempts, J. . missed the second shot. ... Five of the six * 
shots biit. the third target ..."(R193). And they were firing at still 
targets, not moving, living tilings] 

These three really were "masters". ■ Two were civilians In the 
3m all Arms Division of the Army's Development and Proof Services, and 
ttie third man was in the Army and tiad "a considerable background as a 
rifleman" ( 3H2*l* ^) *; : ' fe t even they were not able to do what the Report 
says Lee Harvey, Os wa Id, the poor allot in the Marines,' when out of 
practice, "had' ample crpacity to commit". 

There i££io reasor to doubt that ttie ten-dollar rifle could be 
fired accural-Hly. The improbability of an assassin ordering biis 
weapon by moll when tbn same weapon was readily available locally 
(26H63).la ciot referred to in the Report, nor is biis getting such a 
cheap weapon for such serious shooting. But the testimony of the 
experts is clear and unequivocal. The rifle could be fired accurate- 
ly. (3H390ff. ) Only not at the time of the assassination, and not 
when received at the Tal laboratories in Washington, for Initial 
Vesting, or at '£ dgew >od Araenal for further fcestfs. 

Robert A. J’raziir, the FBI's expert, said, ^Wben we attempted 
to sight this rifle at Quantlco we found that the elevation adjust- 
ment in the telescopic sight was not sufficient to bring the point of 
impact to the ng point. ... every time we changed the adjusting 

screws to move the cmssbalrs in the telescopic sight in one direc- 
tion it alsq affectec tlie movement of the ... point of Impact in the 
other direction." Tie defect in the sight was structural (3HV05). 

So, "... we tie ft the rifle (alone) as soon as It become stabilised 
and fired all of our shots with the point of impact actually biigb 
and to the right". Frazier did not know the nature or the defect 
in the scope" but he had noticed a damage from which the scope tube 
could have been bent or damaged" (3Hl*06). After some experimentation^ 
they learned that "ycu oould take an aiming point' low and to the lert 
and fire accurately (3Ei*07). Such experimentation and adjustment were 
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En SPKcrcn. Sergeant Znhm, I am now going to show, you the same photo- 
fph« which I showed to Major Anderson In setting the basis for asking you 
hypothetical question on capabilities here. As the record. will show, we have 
Betoforo before the President's Commission entered ilnto evidence Exhibit 
S»47 which Is an overhead shot of Dealey Plaza. Commission Exhibit No. 
Rffwhlch I am now displaying you, Is a photograph of the Texas School 
iii ^.Depository Building. Tho ev' lence In the record indicates that the marks- 
feiiood at the point designated A” with the lower half of the window being 
‘Khhalfway, and the gun protruding out of that w l ndpw. pointing down the 
reel. cal led Elm Street In approximately the angle of my pencil which Is vir- 
Iliv^although not exactly straight down the street. Elm Street declines 3 
"ft slopes, under the triple underpa: Mil l * 

KV the evidence will further sh w, Commission Exhibits Nos. 803 and 805 
Vpectlvely depict frames 210 am 225 of the Zapruder film which Is a range 
Che first shot, from 170.0 feet I 100.8 feet. In the lower left-hand corner 
Ser designation "Photograph thi ugh rifle scope" there Is shown the view of 
pVarksman from the Blxth floor »f the depository building as he looked down 
^resident Kennedy with this pi ture being taken of a stand-in for President 
k iedy, with the white mark dei gating the spot on the president where the 

‘lulled Btnjel^Jilp^.,,, rsFimr ' 
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KySrotrrxB. Now taking a look til Commission Exhibit No. 602, which as the 
will show, has been Introduced Into evidence to j( depict Ihe -shot which 
k President Kennedy in the head at a distance from the rifle In the window 
{part of the President’s body lining 205.8 feet Assuming the same factors 
Turing a Mannllcher-Carcano rifle and pointing, It down Elm Street as 
Ton Commission Exhibit No. 34 7, would a marksman of Mr. Oswald's capa- 
EL’ using such a rifle with a 4-power scope be able, to strike the President 
fback of the head? Would Mr. Oswald possess the capability to complete 
Vshot which did, In this situation, strike the President In the back of the 

igeant Zaiim. Yes; I think tlml aiming at the mass'of what portion of the 
Lnt Is visible at that distance and with his equipment, he would very 
rhave attained ft hit, not necesa irlly aiming and hitting In the head. This 
Ddfhkve been a little more dlfllcii.t and probably be. to the top of his ability. 
k?aiid striking the President In the head. But assuming that be aimed 
Lass to the center portion of the President's body, he would have hit him 
leflnPely someplace, and the fact that he hit him the head, but he could 

^Srsf.'TBR. do you would have expected a man of Oswald’s capabilities at 
‘nee of 205.3 feet to strike the President someplace aiming at him under 
jircumatnnces? ,.;j »• 

tant Zaiim. Yea. . , 

Specter. And within the range of where you would expect him to bit him, 
F *at include the President’s head? tQ • , 

[WCTEn. 1 ^And* how would you characterize that Sftot^lth respect to 
^fh^-dlfflcult or not difficult? \ „ 

uaslon off the record.) .•<;*> • . 

BptcTRR. Lef. go back on the record. May tl.e record show that Sergeant 
Wk\ questioned the appearnm-e of the "photograph thr ™«h rifle P 
ppear on Exhibits Nos. 8! 5 and 002. And os the record will show, there 
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nro only four photographs on Exhibit No. 800 whereas there are elghfcj 
mission Exhibit N^002, so that necessarily the photograph through 
set) I 'ft Is much nmVRras It Is depicted on Exhibit No. 002, and I waE 
hear (lint In mind, 8er£fca»* ( ^ Zahm, In answering the question ns to tfb^ 
consider the shot at n die tancd.of 200,8' feet to be difficult or not cilffi 
characterise It for ine In your own words. 1 * •b(li 

Sergeant Zaiim/?I consider It still an 'easy ahot^a.Jdttle more difflcifltl 
the President’s body position and Increase in distance of approximately 
but I still consider It an easy 'shot for a tnan with the equipment he had tf 
ability. 1 "f‘ '1 

Mr. Specter. Assuming that there were three shots flred In a range * 
to (3.0 seconds, would that speed of firing at that range Indicated In Ih 
questions be within Mr. Oswald's capabilities as a marksman 7 < \ * 

Sergeant Zahm. Yes. * * ' 

Mr. Specter. What effect If any would the allneinent of the street h 
the moving vehicle In the way that It Is shown on the picture, Exhibit No7j! 

Sergeant Zaiim. This Is a definite advantage to the shooter, the vehicle 
lug directly away from him and tbo downgrade of the street, and he beln'i 
nil elevated position made an almost stationary target while he was aiming] 
very little movement If any. •, * 

Mr. Specter. How would the fact that the street had a 8* decline affect] 
difficulty of the shot r 

Sergeant Zaiim. It would make It easier because Oswald was In an elevaji 
position, mid therefore If the car was traveling dn a level terrain, It 
apparently — lie would have to keep adjusting by holding up a little bit as] 
car traveled. But by going downgrade this Just straightened out his Uni 
sight tllnt much better. ? 

Mr. Specter. So tbnt If the car had been proceeding on a level, the nssa 
would have hnd to have raised his weapon ns the distance between the rifle 
the car Increased to allow for trajectory? 

Sergeant Zaiim. No; Just to allow for the movement of the targets, the travel 
Assume that you are aiming standing nt grdund level and aiming down a llttL 
at somebody walking straight away from you, and you could hold your AnfceTJ 
and point to him and never hnve to move It But when he gets to the bottoi 
of the hill and the ground levels out, then as he continues on you have to point] 

your finger ‘ . l' 

Mr. 8pecter. Raise your finger as you are Indicating with your finger now? 
Sergeant Zahm. Right; you would, have, to raise your finger to track tl 
target. • f ' ' L 

Mr. SPECTEn. So that If you were aiming at a man in a moving car drlvlni 
on the horizontal, as lie got farther away from you, would you (a) hold youxj 
rifle at the same level, (b) lower It, or (c) raise It? . ‘ 

Sergeant Zaiim. If you were In an elevated, a slightly elevated position, and! 
he wns driving on straight level terrain, you would have to continually trackj 
and raise your weapon as he Increased bis distance from you. 

Mr. Specter. And If he wns going down In an angle of descent, would 
decrease the necesHiy for you to raise your rifle In tracking him? 1 

Sergeant Zahm. Right; It would slow the movement down. There still might] 
be a slight movem- 'it, but It wouldn’t be as fnst. Therefore, not affecting the 
alining or possibly having to Introduce a lead In your aiming, because the target] 
Is staying relatlvel In the same position on the line of sight. 1 1 ^ 

Mr. Specter. S«> 'ben It would hnve been an aid to the assassin to have had the^ 
Prealdent's car gHnr on a downgrade because that would have taken Into con; 
slderntlon some «f (he adjustment necessary by virtue of the greater distance^ 
between the rifle end the victim? k 

Sergeant Zaiim Yes. ... t4>1 *.i 

Mr. Specter. Do you have anything to odd, Sergeant Zahm, which you tnlnkjj 

might be helpful In Mils analysis? 

8ergeant Zahm. No, sir; I don’t think so. ' n , - 1 

Mr. Specter. Thank you very much for appearing before the Commission! 

today, elr. ” * ~ ..11 
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'• Mr. Belin. Was he averago weight, slender, or heavy? . i ,r ? .. 

Mr. Benavides. I would say be wai average weight 1 . •.•/* f. ; . 

* Mr. Belin. What color hair did he have? jjivj * t .. •• v 

Mr. Benavides. Oh, dark. I mean not dark. . * .*•» i*i.. . 

;» Mr. Belin. Black hair? i . ». (\ f 

Mr. Benavides. No. Not black or brown, Just kind of a 

Mr. Belin. My <plor hair? . 

Mr. Benavides. Yes. . t i^a;’ • 

Mr. Beun. You say he Is my sise, my weight, and my color hair? 

Mr. Benavides. He kind of looks like — well, his hair was a little bit < 

Mr. Belin. Anything else about him that looked like me. , . 

Mr. Benavides. No. that Is all. imjh * | 

Mr. Belin. What about his skin? Was lie fnlr complexloned or dark com- 
plexloned? j • . . ,| 

Mr. Benavides. He wasn’t dark. j j| if ^ , . , , 

Mr. Beun. Average complexion ? * _-. x . }'■ j . 

Mr. Benavides. No ; a little bit inrker than average. ... 

Mr. Beun. My complexion? % . |f . j 

Mr. Benavides. I wouldn't sn? that any more., f I would sny he Is about your 
complexion, air. Of course he 1 oked, his skin looked a Utle bit ruddier than 
mine. . j 

Mr. Belin. His Bkln looked ruddier than mine? ( - r . f , 

I might say for the record, that I was not in. Dallas on November 22, 1063. 
Mr. BENAvmE8. No. Just your tire. • » |>r,v . ,T . 

Mr. Beun.. Did he look like mr? ivyr.** . * * *n 

Mr. Benavides. No ; your face, not your face, but Just your size. ' > < 

Mr. Belin. Okay, well, I thank you. I was flying from St. Louis to Des 
Moines, Iowa, at about this time. ,;$•»< ■ { . ! .i *.i.* 1 • • 

Is there anything else 7 . ’.V(v •* *•?. “ f 

Mr. Benavides. I remember the back of his head seemed like hla hairline was 
sort of — looked like hla hairline sort of wentlsquare Instead of tapered off, 
and he looked like he needed a haircut for about 2 weeks, but his hair didn’t 
taper off, it kind of went down and squared off and made his. head look flat 
In back. ffjfo m j 

Mr. Belin. When you put these two shells that you found in this cigarette 
package, what did you do with them? .r I .. 

Mr. Benavides. I gave them to an officer. j.v«- , • ( v.p i 

. Mr. Belin. That came out to the scene shortly after? “ # p «»• j r 

Mr. Benavides. Yes, sir. ?j/ Tjjjtyj' l t |» ; in*. 

Mr. Belin. Do you remember the name of the officer? '//: l .V* 

Mr. Benavides. No, sir; I didn’t even ask, him. I Just told him that. this 
was the shells £l»at he had fired, and I handed them to him. Seemed like he was 

a young guy, maybe 24. v **V v (• : j • 

Mr. Beun. How old would you soy the man that you saw with gun was? . 

Mr. Benavides. I figured he was around 25. I'Ll ; | .it.: 

Mr. Belin. When the officers came out there, did you tell them what you had 
seen? .< ,a»- am » .i(; 

Mr. Benavides. No, sir. \ * *•»*.. ! f« 

. Mr. Beun. What did you do? t, ;i. riy • i 

Mr. Benavides. I left right after. I give the shells to the officer, 
oround and went bnck and we returned to work. »•« *i ■ »i 

Mr. Belin. Then what happened? Did the officers ever get In touch with 
you? ; 

, Mr. Benavides. ill?# *P.T) f&fc r < 
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them what I had seen, find' they asked hie if I could Idehtlfy hltriritid:l#Bal 

uonvmKfTm i ' - L . ■■■ * ‘-"Aii: yfc 

At thls.Jlme ^ wai mirei*I- waan’t sika.that t^qould or not ^1 trasn t! 
to sny 1 could Identify audio down and couldn’t hate. * ] [ 

Mr. Delin. Did he ever tnke yota to the police station and ask you If 
could Identify him? rO lii 

Mr. Barr avides. No ; they didn't. 
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Mr. Beum. Were they newspaper pictures or television pictures, or both^oi 
neither?* 1 •" 1 ‘ 1 • ' 1 ‘ 0m * 

Mr. Benavides. Well, television pictures and newspaper pictures. The thing 
lasted about a month, I believe, It seemed like. ; ^ 

Mr. B eli rv. Pardon, t 

Mr. Benavides. I showed— I believe they showed pictures of him every * 
for a long time there. 

Mr. Deli it. Did you talk lo anyone at all there that witnessed what was 
going on? ">» "«"1 

Mr. Beit avides. No; sure didn’t. There was people that asked me what 
happened, catne'up In the crowd there and asked me what happened, and l 
said Just the policeman got shot. • ' , / ' 

Mr. Belin. Tou talked to Ted Callaway, did you? ' * 

Mr. Benavides. No; afterward. Yo»u know, I told' your— I told him, he asked 
me when we went, when Ted Callaway got around there, he opened the car door 
and picked up the phone *and called In and told them there was an officer that 
had been killed. But the officer on the other side of the radio" told him to hang 
up the phone to keep the lines clear, or something of that sort. 

Then he Jumped out and ran around and he asked me did I see what hap- 
pened, and I said yes. And he said let’s cliaBe him, and I said no. 

Mr. B elx if. Why did you say "No”? “M 

Mr. BEif avides. Well,, he was reaching down and getting the gun out of the 
policeman’s hand, and I didn’t think he should bother to go like that. So he 
then turned around and went to the cab that was sitting on the corner. 

Mr. B ezj if. This cab? ' 1 

Mr. BEif avides. Yes. There was a cab sitting— oh, there Isn’t a sidewalk on 
Patton Street. I mean there Is sidewalks, but not a curb, and this cab had 
pulled In there by the atop sign. 

Mr. BELiif. Which way was the cab headed on Patton 8treet? 

Mr. BEif avides. It was headed north on Patton Street 

Mr. Belii?. Was It on» the south side of 10th or the north side of 10th when 
It was parked there? . 

Mr. BEif avideb. It would.be on the south side of 10th. 

Mr. B eli rr. Was It on the east Bide of Patton or the west? . ‘ 

Mr. Benaviiw*’ ~~ 'd be on the east side of Patton. 

the Bldewalk on Bast 10th wtfuld the front part 
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part of the cab was, I would say, maybe 5 or 0 



rt of, If It had been a curb there, he would be up 
| • » 

then got In the taxicab and the taxicab edme 
hlcb way he went I told him he went down 
and come to find out later Ted had already 
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ter be bad seen him go by? ’ ' 
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Chapter 21 

No Conspiracy? 






liVo/e- In the analysis of the "auio demonstration” episode and others which 
few it is not the writer’s intention to suggest that Oswald was the instrument 
fof a conspiracy. The known facts are subject to several different interpretations, 
|including P the practice of deliberate impersonation. The analysis seeks only to 
HLe legftimate questions abou. the performance of FBI agents who mv«Ugated 
?the assassination and about the competence and good faith with whic 
^Warren Commission pursued, evaluated, and reported the evidence. 



The Auto Demonstration 
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|The Warren Report devotes little more than a page to by 

r Albert Guv Bogard, a car salesman. His allegations and the manner in which 
Cy weVe Ldfed are more important than suggested by the space they receive 

1“ STL, Bogart's .tM "to to- to -»> <?*** ** 

'cause it suggests the possibilitv that Oswald may have been a proficient automo- 
November hava U-J £ 

• Which to purchase a car." (WR 320) The faett, as |t»^ > “ 

320-321, are that Bogard a car 

' MrivbfoverTe Summons Freewav at high soeed and had said that he would 
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Chronology 



6:45 (approx.) 
6:45 (approxO 
6:55 

6:55-7:05 

6:55-77 

6:55-7:05 

7:05 



7:17 

7:30 

8:00 

8:15 

8:50 

10:00 

10:30 

11:00-12:00 
midnight 
12:00 midnight 



Dennis David observes arrival of black hearse at rear 
entrance with plain metal casket, accompanied by 6-7 
men in plain clolhes 

Shipping casket brought into morgue; Paul O’Connor 
reports JFK’s body wrapped in body bag; no brain inside 
head. O’Connor recollects this occurred at 8:00 p.m. 

Navy ambulance arrives at Bethesda front entrance 
Jacqueline Kennedy enters hospital 

Dennis David and Jerrol Custer (carrying exposed X-ray 
film) see Jacqueline Kennedy enter hospital 
McHugh argues with admirals 
Military officials confer at door of ambulance 
Ambulance drives off 

casket team loses ambulance; chase according to Clark 

and Felder; two fruitless roundtrips to rear, according to 
Banfum; confusion caused by two ambulances 

PBI accompanies Dallas casket to morgue entrance 

FBI prevented from entering morgue 

Time of preparation for autopsy, according to FBI 
Kellerman’s estimate of latest time body arrived at morgue 
• and autopsy began 

Casket team carries in Dallas casket, assisted by McHugh 
Time of first incision, according to FBI 
Secret Service givys bullet 399 to FBI lab 
Two bullet fragments found in car 

Autopsy formally begins, according to Dr. Ebersole, who 
saw the throat wound sutured 

Sibert and O’Neill telephone headquarters from morgue; 
informed of bullet found on Dallas stretcher 
Humes states autopsy results— two shots from rear 



November 23, 1963 
12:26 a.m. EST 
1:45 
2:00 
3:56 
6:00 
«;3€L- 
fcOOtk# 

sometime that 
morning 



Oswald charged in President’s assassination 
Sibert and O’Neill bring metal Segments to FB t lab 
Sibert and O’Neill teletype autopsy results to Dallas 



cqueline Kennedy accompanies body to White House 
hicago FBI find Oswald’s order for rifle at Klein’s 
BI Agent Drain arrives in with rifle 

BI receives clothing from Secret 
BI lab matches gun and bullets 
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lonely Man in the Middle ,?crf t| J 








An 'feWMP Ao 

L n^W ~^dp 



IS c 



